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1 

I. REAL PARTY IN INTEREST 

The real party in interest of this application is Hewlett-Packard Development 
Company, L.P. as evidenced by the full e$signment of the pending application to 
Hewlett-Packard Company recorded starting at Reel 010389, Frame 0513, and the 
full assignment to Hewlett-Packard Development Company, L.P. recorded starting at 
Reel 014061, Frame 0492, in the Assignment Branch of the Patent and Trademark 
Office. The Hewlett-Packard Development Company, L.P., is a limited partnership 
established under the laws of the State of Texas and having a principal place of 
business at 20555 S.H. 249 Houston, TX 77070, U.S.A. (hereinafter "HPDC"). 
HPDC is a Texas limited partnership and is a wholly-owned affiliate of Hewlett- 
Packard Company, a Delaware Corporation, headquartered in Palo Alto, CA. The 
general or managing partner of HPDC is HPQ Holdings, LLC. 

II. RELATED APPEALS AND INTERFERENCES 

Appellant, Appellant's undersigned legal representative, and the assignee of 
•the pending application are aware of no appeals or interferences which will directly 
affect, be directly affected by, or have a bearing on the Board's decision in the 
pending appeal. 

nr. STATUS OF THE CLAIMS 

Claims 1-45 are pending and stand rejected. Appellant appeals the rejection 
of claims 1-45. 

IV. STATUS OF AMENDMENTS 

No amendments have been filed after the Office Action mailed May 17, 

2007. 

V. SUMMARY OF CLAIMED SUBJECT MATTER 

Concise explanations of the subject matter defined in each of the 
independent claims and argued dependent claims involved in the appeal follow with 
respect to illustrative embodiments of the specification and figures. 

Referring to independent claim 1 , a host computer 1 is shown in Fig. 2 and 

described at page 5, line 3 of the specification according to one embodiment and 
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includes a memory 5 and interface 3. An image forming device Is shown in Fig. 3 
according to one embodiment and includes an I/O port 16 which may function as an 
input, a processor 21 and an image engine 18 as described at page 5, line 22. 

Referring to dependent claim 2, rasterization according to one embodiment is 
described at page 7, line 31. 

Referring to independent claim 6, an Image forming method comprises 
receiving original data within an image forming device described at 1 2, line 1 
according to one embodiment. Processing of the original data is described at page 
12, line 4 according to one embodiment. Receiving edit data is described at page 
12/iine 7 according to one embodiment. Processing the edit data is described at 
page 12, line 10 according to one embodiment. Forming an image is described at 
page 12, line 17 according to one embodiment. 

Referring to dependent claim 9, rasterization according to one embodiment is 
described at page 7, iine 31. 

Referring to dependent claim 1 1, a host computer is described at page 5, line 
3 according to one embodiment. Execution of Instructions is described at page 5, 
iine 6 according to one embodiment. 

Referring to independent claim 1 4, providing and applying of original data is 
described at page 11^ line 5 according to one embodiment. Processing of the 
original data is described at page 12, line 4 according to one embodiment. Editing 
the original data is described at page 11, line 9 according to one embodiment. 
Applying the edit data is described at page 11, line 14 according to one 
embodiment. Processing the edit data is described at page 12, line 10 according to 
one embodiment. Forming an image is described at page 12, line 17 according to 
one embodiment. 

Referring to dependent claim 17, rasterization according to one embodiment 
is described at page 7, line 31. 

Referring to dependent claim 19, execution of instructions is described at 
page 5, line 6 according to one embodiment. 

Referring to dependent claim 23, the image engine forming an image is 
described at page 9, line 8 and page 12, line 17 according to one embodiment. 

Referring to independent claim 28, an image forming device is shown in Fig, 
3 according to one embodiment and includes an I/O port 1 6 which may function as 
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an input, a processor 21 which may function as processing circuitry and an image 
engine 18 as described et page 5, line 22. 

Referring to dependent claim 29, rasterization according to one embodiment 
is described at page 7, line 31 . 

Referring to dependent claim 31, forming an image is described at page 9, 
line 8 and page 12, line 17 according to one embodiment. 

Referring to dependent claim 33, modifying is described at page 9, line 3 and 
page 12, line 10 according to one embodiment. 

Referring to dependent claim 34, forming an image is described at page 9, 
line 8 and page 12, line 17 according to one embodiment. 

Referring to dependent claim 35, a host computer 1 is shown in Fig. 2 and 
described at page 5, line 3 of the specification according to one embodiment and 
includes an interface 3 and user inputs are described at page 4, line 21 in one 
embodiment. 

Referring to dependent claim 36, execution of an application program is 
described at page 5, line 6 according to one embodiment. 

Referring to dependent claim 37, receiving original data within an image 
forming device described at 12, line 1 and receiving edit data is described at page 
1 2, line 7 according to one embodiment. 

Referring to dependent claim 38, forming an image is described at page 9, 
line 8 and page 12, line 17 according to one embodiment. 

Referring to dependent claim 39, receiving user inputs and creating original 
data and edit data are described at page 4, line 19 according to one embodiment. 

Referring to dependent claim 40, conversion is described at page 7, line 27 
according to one embodiment. 

Referring to dependent claim 41 , receiving original data within an image 
forming device is described at page 1 2, line 1 and receiving edit data is described at 
page 1 2, line 7 according to one embodiment. 

Referring to dependent claim 42, forming an image is described at page 9, 
line 8 and page 1 2, line 1 7 according to one embodiment. 

Referring to dependent claim 43, execution of an application program is 
described at page 5 ^ line 6 according to one embodiment. Providing original data 
and edit data are described at page 4, Hne 19 according to one embodiment. 
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Referring to dependent claim 44, creating original data and edit data are 
described at page 4, line 19 according to one embodirnent. 

VI. GROUNDS OF REJECTION TO BE REVIEWED ON APPEAL 
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VII. ARGUMENT 

A. Positively-recited limitations of claims 1-5/ 21-24 and 34-37 are not 
disclosed nor suggested by Aoyagi and the 102 rejection is improper. 

Claim 1 recites a host computer comprising a memory device configured to 
store origin&l data and an interface configured to receive edits of tfie original data 
providing edit data . Appellants respectfully submit the claimed interface in 
combination with the other limitations of claim 1 is not disclosed nor suggested by 
the prior art. 

At pages 2 and 3 of the Action, the Office relies upon the teachings of col. 
14, lines 49-67 of Aoyagi as teaching the interface. However, these teachings 
refer to inputting of new data and reading out of a photograph to input the image 
data and fall to teach or suggest an interface configured to receive edits of the 
oriainai data as positively claimed. The Office at page 3 of the Action also relies 
upon the teachings of col. 8, lines 35-45 and item 407 of Aoyagi. However, the 
teachings of col. 8 disclose reading image data from memory and writing image 
data to memory and fail to teach or suggest an interface configured to receive edits 
of the original data as positively claimed. At page 2 of the Action, the Office relies 
upon the teachings of col. 7, lines 12-15 of Aoyagi as teaching the interface. 
However, Appellants submit the generic keyboard and mouse teachings of col. 7, 
lines 12-15 fail to teach or suggest an interface configured to receive edits of tfie 
original data as positively claimed. 

Appellants respectfully submit that these limitations are not disclosed by the 
prior art and the claims are allowable for at least this reason. 

Claim 1 additionally recites the image forming device including an input 
coupled yA/ith the host computer and configured to receive the original data and the 
edit data. The Abstract at lines 8+ of Aoyagi recites the copying machine 
generating image data from an internally scanned document and obtaining data from 
memory which fails to teach or suggest the claimed input of the image forming 
device coupled with the host computer and configured to receive the original data 
and the edit d&t& . Furthermore, the teachings in col. 7, lines 34-40 refer to reading 
data from scanner 300 of the copying machine which fails to teach or suggest the 
claimed input coupled with the host computer and configured to receive the original 
data and the edit data. 
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Appellants respectfully submit that these limitations are not disclosed by the 
prior art and the claims are allowable for at least this reason. 

Claim 1 additionally recites the image forming device including a processor 
configured to process tiie original data prior to the image forming device receiving 
the edit data, and to process the edit data after the processing the original data. 
The Office at page 4 of the Office Action relies upon the teachings of col. 7, lines 
33-52. These teachings are void of the claimed edit data and accordingly fail to 
teach the limitations of the processor configured to process the original data prior to 
the image forming device receiving the edit data, and to process the edit data after 
the processing the original data. The Office at page 4 also relies upon the teachings 
in col. 18, lines 52-67 and col. 19, lines 1-16 and 37-48 as teaching the above- 
recited limitations of the Image forming device regarding the processor. The Office 
on page 4 of the Action identifies the CPU 31 3 as teaching the claimed processor. 
However, the teachings of cols. 18-19 fail to refer to CPU 313 of Fig. 3 identified 
as allegedly teaching the claimed processor. These teachings additionally fail to 
disclose or suggest the claimed limitations of the processor of the image forming 
device configured to process the original data prior to the Image forming device 
rseehrina the edit data, and to process the edit data after the processing the original 
data. 

Appellants respectfully submit that these limitations are not disclosed by the 
prior art and the claims are allowable for at least this reason. 

Claim 1 recites the image forming device comprising an image engine 
configured to form an image corresponding to the processed original data and the 
processed edit data ^ The Office at page 4 of the Action relies upon the teachings 
of col. 7, lines 40-45 of Aoyagi as allegedly teaching the claimed image engine. 
However, these teachings merely disclose that an entirety of the data received from 
the scanner of the copying machine is processed and converted to BCMY data and 
printed which fails to teach or suggest any printing using original data inasmuch as 
the original data has been converted and which falls to teach or suggest the claimed 
image engine configured to form an image corresponding to the processed origmal 
data and the processed edit data . At page 2 of the Action (in response to 
Appellant's prior Response), the Office additionally relies upon the teachings of col. 

7, line 34 - col. 8, line 12 as teaching the image engine. These teachings of cols. 
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7 and 8 fail to disclose or suggest the image engine configured to form an imago 
corresponding to the pmcBSSod original data and the procBSS0d Bdit dais . 

Appellants respectfully submit that these limitations are not disclosed by the 
prior art and the claims are allowable for at least this reason. 

As set forth herein. Appellants respectfully submit that numerous positively- 
recited limitations are not disclosed nor suggested by the prior art. Appellants 
respectfully request reversal of the 102 rejections for at least the above-mentioned 
compelling reasons and allowance of the claims. 

B. Positively-recited limitations of claims 6^13, 25, 31-33 and 38-41 are 
not disclosed nor suggested by Aoyagi and the 102 rejection is improper. 

At page 4 of the Office Action, the Office relies upon tlie Abstract, lines 8- 
10 of Aoyagi as teaching the limitations of receiving the original data using the 
image forming device . However, these teachings disclose the copying machine 
generating image data by reading a document (i.e., using a scanner 300 of the 
copying machine) which falls to teach receiving the image data within the image 
forming device. 

Appellants respectfully submit that these limitations are not disclosed by the 
prior art and the claims are allowable for at least this reason. 

The Office at page 5 of the Action relies upon the teachings of col. 3, lines 
34-45 as teaching the limitations oi processing the original data using the image 
forming device* However, these teachings in col. 3 fail to refer to the copying 
machine relied upon as teaching the image forming device or any processing of the 
original image data using the copying machine 101 of Aoyagi. The Office also 
relies upon col. 18, lines 52-55 as teaching the processing the original data using 
the image forming device. However, these teachings in col. 18 fail to refer to the 
copying machine and fail to teach processing of original data using the image 
forming device as claimed. 

Appellants respectfully submit that these limitations are not disclosed by the 
prior art and the.claims are allowable for at least this reason. 

Claim 6 recites processing edit data using the image forming device . The 
Office at page 5 of the Action relies upon teachings of the Abstract, lines 12-16, 
However, these teachings refer to the copying machine reading the edited image 
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data from memory and fail to disclose processing the edit dat& using an image 
forming device. The Office also relies upon the teachings in col. 18, lines 65-67 
and col. 19, lines 1-4. However, these teachings are void of disclosing the copying 
machine relied upon by the Office as teaching the image forming device. These 
teachings are void of teaching processing edit data using the imaoe forminQ device 
es claimed. 

Appellants respectfully submit that these limitations are not disclosed by the 
prior art and the claims are allowable for at least this reason. 

Claim 6 recites forming an image corresponding to the original data and the 
edit data . The Office relies upon the teachings of col. 19, lines 5-16 of Aoyagi in 
support of the rejection. These teachings refer to transfer of data and generically 
teach that as image data can be transferred at high speed it becomes possible to 
print high quality image data which fails to disclose or suggest the claimed 
limitations of forming an image corresponding to the original data and the edit data . 
At page 2 of the Action, the Office relies upon col. 7, line 34 - col. 8, line 12 as 
teaching the forming. These teachings disclose printing image data onto recording 
paper at line 45 of coL 7 void of teaching forming an image corresponding to both 
the original data and the edit data as defined in claim 6. 

Appellants respectfully submit that these limitations are not disclosed by the 
prior art and the claims are allowable for at least this reason. 

As set forth herein. Appellants respectfully submit that numerous positively- 
recited limitations are not disclosed nor suggested by the prior art. Appellants 
respectfully request reversal of the 102 rejections for at least the above-mentioned 
compelling reasons and allowance of the claims. 

C. Positively-recited limitations of claims 14-20, 26-27 and 42-45 are not 
disclosed nor suggested by Aoyagi end the 102 rejection is improper. 

Claim 14 recites providing original data using a host computer. The Office in 

the Action fails to identify any teachings of the prior art which allegedly disclose the 

limitations of providing original data using a host computer . This failure to identify 

teachings of the claimed providing in the Action follows Appellants specific request 

in the Response filed February 28, 2007 for identification of teachings which 

allegedly teach these limitations. Appellants respectfully submit that the continued 
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inability of the Office to identify teachings in the prior art of the claimed providing 
original data using a host computer illustrates the erroneous nature of the 102 
rejection. To the contrary, Aoyagi teaches the scanning unit 300 of the copying 
machine as generating the image data. 

Appellants respectfully submit that these limitations are not disclosed by the 
prior art and the claims are allowable for at least this reason. 

Claim 14 additionally recites applying the onginal data to an imaQe forminQ 
device . The Office relies upon the teachings in the Field of the Invention at col. 1, 
lines 6-11 as well as coL 18, lines 53-55 of Aoyagi. The teachings of col. 18, lines 
B3-55 refer to reading data using a reader of the copying apparatus and fail to 
teach applying originai data to the image forming device which was provided using 
the host computer . Furthermore, the generic teachings in the Field of the Invention 
fail to teach that the data transferred between the host computer and the copying 
machine of Aoyagi is applied to the image forming device or that such transferred 
data teaches original data which was provided using a host computer and is applied 
to the image forming device. 

Appellants respectfully submit that these limitations are not disclosed by the 
prior art and the claims are allowable for at least this reason. 

Claim 14 further recites editing the originai data providing edit data using the 
host computer . The Office relies upon the teachings in lines 3-9 of the Abstract as 
teaching the claimed editing. However, the Abstract teachings disclose editing 
image data read by the copying machine which fails to teach the claimed editing the 

r 

originai data which was provided using the host computer as defined in claim 14. 
The Office at page 6 of the Action also relies upon the teachings of col. 18, tines 
55-56 as teaching the claimed editing. However, these teachings refer to an editor 
which is not disclosed in Aoyagi as being the personal computer 100 relied upon as 
teaching the host computer. Furthermore, these teachings in col. 18 refer to editing 
image data read by a reader which are void of teaching or suggesting limitations of 
editing the original data which was provided using the host computer as defined in 
claim 14. Referring to page 2 of the Action, the Office relies upon the teachings of 
the Abstract, lines 10-12 of Aoyagi as teaching the claimed editing. However, 
these teachings of the Abstract clearly refer to the computer editing the image data 

which was read by the copying machine from a scanned document which fails to 
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teach editing the oriwn&l data which w&s provided using the host computer as 
claimed. 

Appellants respectfully submit that these limitations are not disclosed by the 
prior art and the claims are allowable for at least this reason. 

Claim 14 recites processing the edit data using the image forming device. 
The generic teachings of lines 13-16 of the Abstract and lines 2-4 of col. 19 of 
Aoyagi relied upon by the Office regarding reading the edited image data from 
memory fails to teach or suggest the claimed processing of the edit data especially 
in consideration of the separately claimed limitation of applying the edit data to the 
image forming device. The mere reading of the edit data by the copying machine of 
the Abstract may not be fairly corisidered to teach the claimed processing when the 
processing is properly considered in combination with the second applying as 
recited in claim 14. 

Appellants respectfully submit that these limitations are not disclosed by the 
prior art and the claims are allowable for at least this reason. 

The cursory reference to the generic writing unit 302 on page 6 of the Office 
Action fails to teach or suggest the limitations of forming an image according to the 
original data and the edit data as explicitly defined in claim 1 4. 

Appellants respectfully submit that these limitations are not disclosed by the 
prior art and the claims are allowable for at least this reason. 

As set forth herein. Appellants respectfully submit that numerous positively- 
recited limitations are not disclosed nor suggested by the prior art. Appellants 
respectfully request reversal of the 102 rejections for at least the above-mentioned 
compelling reasons and allowance, of the claims. 

D. Positively-recited limitations of claims 28-30 are not disclosed nor 
suggested by Aoyagi and the 102 rejection is improper. 

Aoyagi teaches the copying machine including a scanner unit 300 to scan a 
document to provide image data which fails to teach or suggest the claimed 
interface of the image forming device configured to couple with a host and to 
receive on'Qirfaf data and edit data from the host, wherein the original data 
corresponds to content of an image to be formed and the edit data comprises, an 
edit of the content as recited in claim 28. 
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Appellants respectfully submit that these llnnitations are not disclosed by the 
prior art and the claims are allowable for at least this reason. 

In reciting the limitations of claim 1 on pages 3-4 of the Action in support of 
the rejection of claim 28, the Office fail$ to identify prior art teachings which 
allegedly disclose the claimed processing circuitry of claim 28* Aoyagi teaches the 
copying machine scanning a document to provide image data which fails to teach or 
suggest the processing circuitry of the image forming device configured to access 
the original data and the edit data from the interface (from the host) and to process 
the original data and the edit data . Ayogi also fails to teach the processing 
circuitry of the image forming device is further configured to initiate the processing 
of at /east some of the original data before reception of the edit data vsfithin the 
interface . 

Appellants respectfully submit that these limitations are not disclosed by the 
prior art and the. claims are allowable for at least this reason. 

Claim 28 also recites the image forming device comprising an image engine 
configured to form an image upon media using combined ones of the processed 
original data and the processed edit data . The teachings of col. 7, lines 40-45 of 
Aoyagi merely disclose that an entirety of the data received from the scanner of the 
copying machine is processed and converted to BCMY data and printed which fails 
to teach or suggest printing using original data inasmuch as the scanned data of 
Aovaai has been converted and which fails to teach or suggest the claimed image 
engine configured to form an image upon media using comiMned ones of the 
processed origin&l data and the processed edit data . The teachings of col. 7 , line 
34 - coL 8, line 12 of Aoyagi fail to disclose or suggest the image engine 
configured to form an image corresponding to the processed original data and the 
processed edit data . 

Appellants respectfully submit that these limitations are not disclosed by the 
prior art and the claims are allowable for at least this reason. 

As set forth herein. Appellants respectfully submit that numerous positively- 
recited limitations are not disclosed nor suggested by the prior art. Appellants 
respectfully request reversal of the 102 rejections for at least the above-mentioned 
compelling reasons and allowance of the claims. 
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E. Positively-recited limitations of claims 11 and 19 are not disclosed nor 
suggested by Aoyagi and the 102 rejection is improper. 

The claims recite executing image specification instructions using the host 
computer providing the oriainai data . The teachings of col. 7, lines 10-f of Aoyagi 
refer to a generic arrangement of a computer and fail to teach or suggest the above- 
recited positively claimed limitations. In particular. Aoyagi explicitly discloses at 
col, 7, lines 33 -h the use of a scanner unit 300 to provide the data which is 
thereafter edited. Aoyagi fails to teach or suggest the claimed limitations of using 
the host computer providing the original data. 

Appellants respectfully submit that these limitations are not disclosed by the 
prior art and the claims are allowable for at least this reason. 

As set forth herein, Appellants respectfully submit that numerous positively- 
recited limitations are not disclosed nor suggested by the prior art. Appellants 
respectfully request reversal of the 102 rejections for at least the above-mentioned 
compelling reasons and allowance of the claims. 

F. Positively-recited limitations of claim 23 are not disclosed nor 
suggested by Aoyagi end the 102 rejection is improper. 

Claim 23 further defines claim 1 and recites the image engine is configured 
to form the image using the processed original data and the processed edit data . 
The Office relies upon the teachings of col. 19, lines 1-16 of AoyagI as allegedly 
teaching these limitations. However, Aoyagi discloses at col. 19, lines 2+ that the 
printer reads out the image data which has been edited and written by the editor 
and printing the image data. Aoyagi teaching printing using the edit data provided 
by the editor fails to teach or suggest the claimed image engine configured to form 
the Image using the processed original data as explicitly claimed. 

Appellants respectfully submit that these limitations are not disclosed by the 
prior art and the claims are allowable for at least this reason. 

As set forth herein. Appellants respectfully submit that numerous positively- 
recited limitations are not disclosed nor suggested by the prior art. Appellants 
respectfully request reversal of the 102 rejections for at least the above-mentioned 
compelling reasons and allowance of the claims. 
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G. Positively-recited limitations of claim 29 are not disclosed nor 
suggested by Aoyagi and the 102 rejection is improper. 

Claim 29 further defines claim 28 and recites that the processing circuitry is 
configured to rasteriz0 ti^e oripinai data and the edit data to process the original 
data and the edit data. The Office relies upon the teachings of coL 19, lines 1-15 
of Aoyagi in support of the rejection. However, these teachings recite that the 
printer executes processing for reading out image data and printing the image data. 
These teachings further recite processing for writing and reading image data and faff 
to mention ^raster, '' Furthermore, Appellants have electronically searched Aoyagi 
and failed to uncover any mention of "raster" in the entire document let alone any 
teachings of the processing circuitry of the image forming device is configured to 
rasterize the original data and the edit data. 

Appellants respectfully submit that these limitations are not disclosed by the 
prior art and the claims are allowable for at least this reason. 

As set forth herein. Appellants respectfully submit that numerous positively- 
recited limitations are not disclosed nor suggested by the prior art. Appellants 
respectfully request reversal of the 102 rejections for at least the above-mentioned 
compelling reasons and allowance of the claims. 

H. Positively-recited limitations of claim 31 are not disoloeed nor 
suggested by Aoyagi and the 102 rejection is Improper. 

Claim 31 depends from claim 6 and positively recites that the forming the 
image comprises combining processed original data and process ed edit data. The 
generic teachings of coL 19, lines 1-12 of Aoyagi fail to teach or suggest 
combination of original and edit data and claim 31 is allowable for at least this 
reason. 

Appellants respectfully submit that these limitations are not disclosed by the 
prior art and the claims are allowable for at least this reason. 

As set forth herein. Appellants respectfully submit that numerous positively- 
recited limitations are not disclosed nor suggested by the prior art. Appellants 
respectfully request reversal of the 102 rejections for at least the above-mentioned 
compelling reasons and allowance of the claims. 
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I. Posrtively-recited limitations of cfaim 33 are not disclosed nor 
suggested by Aoyagi and the 102 rejection is improper. 

Claim 33 depends from claim 6 and recites modifyitiff the origina! data using 
The Gdit data after the processing of the original data, wherein the modifying 
comprises modifying using the image forming device. The. teachings of col. 19, 
lines 1-5 of Aoyagi refer to writing data into memory, reading image data from 
memory and printing the image data which fails to teach or suggest the positively 
claimed modifying the originai data using the edit data using the image forming 
device. 

Appellants respectfully submit that these limitations are not disclosed by the 
prior art and the claims are allowable for at least this reason* 

As set forth herein. Appellants respectfully submit that numerous positively- 
recited limitations are not disclosed nor suggested by the prior art. Appellants 
respectfully request reversal of the 102 rejections for at least the above-mentioned 
compelling reasons and allowance of the claims. 

J. Positively-recited limitations of claim 34, 38 and 42 are not disclosed 
nor suggested by Aoyagi and the 1 02 rejection is improper. 

The claims recite formation of the image comprising content of both the 
original data and the edit data . The Office relies upon the teachings of col. 7, lines 
34 - col. 8, line 1 1 . These teachings disclose scanning a document and performing 
image processing and color converting to convert an entirety of the scanned RGB 
data to BCMY data which falls to teach or suggest formation of the image 
comprising content of both the originai data and the edit data. 

Appellants respectfully submit that these limitations are not disclosed by the 
prior art and the claims are allowable for at least this reason. 

As set forth herein,. Appellants respectfully submit that numerous positively- 
recited limitations are not disclosed nor suggested by the prior art. Appellants 
respectfully request reversal of the 102 rejections for at least the above-mentioned 
compelling reasons and allowance of the claims. 
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K. Positively-recited limitations of claims 35, 36 and 39 are not disclosed 
nor suggested by Aoyagi and the 102 rejection is improper. 

The claims recite In various forms that the host computer generates or 
creates the original dato and the edit data accordirfQ to user Inputs , The Office fails 
to recite any prior art teachings In support of the rejection of claim 35 but relies 
upon Aoyagi at the Abstract, lines 1-16 in support of the rejection of claim 39. 
i-lowever, the Abstract refers to reading image data from a document to provide the 
image data consistent with the scanner 300 of the copying machine generating the 
image data and which fails to disclose or suggest the host computer generating or 
creating the originai data according to user inputs as positively claimed. 

Appellants respectfully submit that these limitations are not disclosed by the 
prior art and the claims are allowable for at least this reason. 

As set forth herein. Appellants respectfully submit that numerous positively- 
recited limitatioris ere not disclosed nor suggested by the prior art. Appellants 
respectfully request reversal of the 102 rejections for at least the above-mentioned 
compelling reasons and allowance of the claims. 

L. Positively-recited limitations of claim 36 are not disclosed nor 
suggested by Aoyagi and the 102 rejaction is Improper. 

• The claim depends from claim 35 and further defines that the processing 
circuitry of the host computer is configured to execute an application program to 
generate the original data and the edit data according to the user inputs. The Office 
recites teachings in col. 7, lines 53+ of Aoyagi in support of the rejection. 
However, these teachings disclose processing of data by the copying machine and 
which has already been scanned by the scanner of the copying machine which fails 
to teach the claimed limitations of the processing circuitry of the host computer 
executing the application program to generate the original data . 

Appellants respectfully submit that these limitations are not disclosed by the 
prior art and the claims are allowable for at least this reason. 

As set forth herein. Appellants respectfully submit that numerous positively- 
recited limitations are not disclosed nor suggested by the prior art. Appellants 
respectfully request reversal of the 102 rejections for at least the above-mentioned 
compelling reasons and allowance of the claims. 
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M. Positively-recited limitations of claims 37 and 41 are not disclosed nor 
suggested by Aoyagi and the 102 rejection Is improper. 

The claims recite in various forms the image forminp device recBiving rije 

oriainaf data and the edit data from the host computer . The Office relies upon the 

teachings of lines 2-16 of the Abstract in support of the rejection of claim 37 and 

fails to identify any prior art teachings in support of the rejection of claim 41. 

However, the explicit teachings of the Abstract disclose the copying machine of 

Aoyagi as opposed to the PC 100 for reading the image data from a document 

« 

which fails to teach or suggest the imaging forming device receiving the originai 
data from the host computer as claimed. 

Appellants respectfully submit that these limitations are not disclosed by the 
prior art and the claims are allowable for at least this reason. 

As set forth herein. Appellants respectfully submit that numerous positively- 
recited limitations are not disclosed nor suggested by the prior art. Appellants 
respectfully request reversal of the 102 rejections for at least the above-mentioned 
compelling reasons and allowance of the claims. 

N. Positively-recited limitations of claim 40 are not disclosed nor 
suggested by Aoyagi and the 102 rejection la improper. 

Claim 40 recites the first and second processings indMduaiiy comprise 
converting page description language data of respective ones of the originai data 
and the edit data to display command fist data . The teachings of col. 1 , lines 41-48 
of Aoyagi fail to mention "display command list" which is discussed at page 7, lines 
29 -H of the specification of the present application. Furthermore, Appellants have 
electronically searched Aoyagi and failed to uncover any disclosure of ''display 
command list." 

Appellants respectfully submit that these limitations of converting data to 
display command list data are not disclosed by the prior art and the claims are 
allowable for at least this reason. 

As set forth herein. Appellants respectfully submit that numerous positively- 
recited limitations are not disclosed nor suggested by the prior art. Appellants 
respectfully request reversal of the 102 rejections for at least the above-mentioned 
compelling reasons and allowance of the claims. 
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O. Positively-recited limitations of claim 44. are not disclosed nor 
suggested by Aoyagi and the 1 02 rejection is improper. 

Claim 44 recites creating the original data and the edit date using a host 
computer . The Abstract at lines 1-16 of Aoyagi relied upon by the Office teaches 
creation of data using the copying machine by the copying machine scanning a 
document to the contrary of the claimed limitations of creating the original data 
using the host computer . 

Appellants respectfully submit that these limitations are not disclosed by the 
prior art and the claims are allowable for at least this reason. 

As set forth herein. Appellants respectfully submit that numerous positively- 
recited limitations are not disclosed nor suggested by the prior art. Appellants 
respectfully request reversal of the 102 rejections for at least the above-mentioned 
compelling reasons and allowance of the claims. 

P. Posltlvely-reclted limitations of claims Z, 9 and 1 7 are not disclosed 
nor suggested by Aoyagi or Kishida and the 103 rejection is improper. 

To establish a prima facie case of obviousness, three basic criteria must be 
met- First, there must be some suggestion or motivation,, either in the references 
themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary 8l<ill in the art, 
to modify the reference or to combine reference teachings. Second, there must be 
a reasonable expectation of success. Finally, the prior art reference (or references 
when combined) must teach or suggest all the claim limitations. See, e.g., MPEP 
§2143 (S** ed., rev. 5). 

The claims recite rasterlzing original data and edit data . Even if Kishida is 
combined with Aoyagi, such combination fails to disclose or suggest rasterization of 
both original data and edit data. The rasterization teachings of data of Kishida fail 
to disclose or suggest any rasterization of both original data and edit data of the 
" original data as claimed. 

As set forth herein. Appellants respectfully submit that numerous positively- 
recited limitations are not disclosed nor suggested by the prior art references taken 
alone or in combination. Appellants respectfulJy request reversal of the 103 
rejections for at least the above-mentioned compelling reasons and allowance of the 
claims. 
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Q. The Office has failed to establish proper motivation for combining the 
teachings of Kishida with the teachings of Aoyagi and the 103 rejection of claims 2, 
5, 9 and 1 7 is improper for at least this reason. 

To establish a prima facie case of obviousness, there must be some 
suggestion or motivation, either in the references themselves or in the knowledge 
generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art, to modify the reference or to 
combine reference teachings. The prima facie case is a procedural tool of patent 
examination^ allocating the burdens of going forward as between examiner and 
applicant, in re Spada, 911 F.2d 705, 707 n.3, 15 USPQ2d 1655, 1657 n.3 (Fed. 
Cir. 1990). As discussed in in re P/asecki, 745 F.2d 1468, 1472, 223 USPQ 
785,788 (Fed. Cir. 1984), the examiner bears the mitial burden, on review of the 
prior art or on any other ground, of presenting a prima facie case of unpatentability 
including some articulated reasoning with a rational underpinnincj to support the 
legal conclusion of obviousness. KSR Intl v, Telefiex, Inc, 127 S.Ct. 1727, 1740, 
82 USPQ2d 1385, 1396 (2007). 

Appellants respectfully submit the Office on pages 11-12 of the Action sets 
forth a conclusory recitation of alleged Kishida teachings absent of an articulated 
reasoning with a rational underpinning for combining the references. There is no 
evidence of record that the teachings of Kishida may be incorporated into the copy 
system arrangement of Aoyagi. The Office has identified no factual basis or other 
support that the copy system of Aoyagi directed to scanning of documents can be 
modified to rasterize original data and edit data as claimed. 

In addition. Appellants include herewith a dictionary definition of 
"rasterization" from the Microsoft Computer Dictionary, 5th ed., 2002 which was 
included with Appellants' Response filed February 28, 2007 and stating that such is 
the conversion of vector graphics (images described in terms of mathematical 
elements, such as points and lines) to equivalent images composed of pixel patterns 
that can be stored and manipulated as sets of bits. As disclosed in col. 9, lines 22 
of Aoyagi, the scanned images are already pixel images with no need for 
rasterization. Further, Appellants have failed to uncover any usage of vector 
graphics in Ayogai where rasterization may be applicable let alone in a manner to 
teach the claimed image forming device configured to rasterize both the original 
data and the edit data as claimed. 
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Appellants respectfully submit that the Office has failed to provide a proper 
articulated reasoning with a rational underpinning for combining the references. 
Appellants respectfully submit the Office has failed to meet its burden of 
establishing motivation for combining the prior art references and the 103 rejection 
is. improper for at least this reason. 

R. Conclusion 

In view of the foregoing, reversal of the rejections of the claims is 
respectfully requested. For any one of the above-stated reasons, the rejections of 
the respective claims should be reversed. In combination, the above-stated reasons 
overwhelmingly support such reversal. Accordingly, Appellants respectfully request 
that the Board reverse the rejections of the claims. 



Respectfully submitted. 





Jal(he$ D- Shaurette 
Reg. No. 39,833 
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Vlir. CLAIMS APPENDIX 

1 1 . [Original] An image forming system comprising: 

2 a host computer including: 

3 a memory device configured to store original data; and 

A an interface configured to receive edits of the original data 

5 providing edit data; and 

6 an image forming device including: 

7 an input coupled with the host computer and configured to 

8 receive the original data and the edit data; 

9 a processor configured to process the original data prior to the 

10 Image forming device receiving the edit data, and to process the edit data after 

1 1 the processing the original data; and 

12 an Image engine configured to form an Image corresponding to 

13 the processed original data and the processed edit data. 

. 1 2. [Original] The system according to claim 1 wherein the processor 

2 of the image forming device Is configured to rasterize the original data and the 

3 edit data to provide the processing. 

1 3. [Original] The system according to claim 1 wherein the interface 

2 of the host computer and the input of the image forming device are individually 

3 configured to receive commands and the image engine is configured to form the 

4 image responsive to the commands. 

1 4. [Original] The system according to claim 1 wherein the image 

2 . engine comprises a print engine configured to form the image upon media* 

1 5. [Original] The system according to claim 1 wherein the host 

2 computer Includes a processor configured to execute image specification 

3 instructions and printer driver instructions. 
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1 6. (Prdviously Presented] An image forming method comprising; 

2 first receiving original data within an image forming device; 

3 first processing the original data using the image forming device; 

4 second receiving edit data of the original data within the image 

5 forming device; 

6 second processing the edit data using the image forming device after the 

7 second receiving; and 

8 forming an image after the processings corresponding to the original 

9 data and the edit data. 

1 7. [Original] The method according to claim 6 further comprising 

2 receiving an image command after the first receiving. 

1 8. [Original] The method according to cJaim 6 further comprising 

2 receiving an image command after the second receiving. 

1 9. [Original] The method according to claim 6 wherein the first 

2 processing and second processing individually comprise rasterizing. 

1 10. [Original] The method according to claim 6 wherein the forming 

2 comprises forming the image upon media using a print engine. 

1 11, [Original] The method according to claim 6 further comprising: 

2 providing a host computer; and 

3 executing image specification instructions using the host computer 

4 providing the original data and the edit data. 

1 12. (Original] The method according to claim 6 wherein the first 

2 processing comprises beginning processing before the second receiving. , 

1 13. [Original] The method according to claim 6 wherein the second 

2 receiving comprises receiving after the first receiving of the entire original data. 
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1 14. [Previously Presented] An image forming method comprising: 

2 proyiding original data using a host computer; 

3 first applying the original data to an image forming device; 

4 processing the original data using the image forming device; 

5 editing the original data providing edit data using the host computer; 

6 second applying the edit data to the image forming device; 

7 processing the edit data using the image forming device after the 

8 second applying; and 

9 forming an image according to the original data and the edit data after 
10 the processings. 

1 15. [Original] The method according to claim 14 further comprising 

2 applying an image command to the image forming device using the host 

3 computer after the first applying and the forming is responsive to the applying 

4 the image command. 

1 16. [Original] The method according to claim 14 further comprising 

2 applying an image command to the Image forming device using the host 

3 computer after the second applying and the forming is responsive to the 

4 applying the image command. 

1 17. [Original] The method according to claim 14 wherein the 

2 processings individually comprise rasterizing. 

1 18. [Original] The method according to claim 14 wherein the forming 

2 comprises forming the image upon media using a print engine. 

1 19. [Original] The method according to claim 14 further comprising 

2 executing image specification instructions using the host computer providing the 

3 original data and the editing. 
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1 20. [Original] The method according to claim 14 wherein the 

2 processing the original data comprises beginning processing before the second 

3 applying. 

1 21, [Previously Presented] The system according to claim 1 wherein 

2 the interface Is configured to receive the edits comprising edits of content of the 

3 original data. 

1 22. (Previously Preaentedl The system according to claim 1 wherein 

2 the interface is configured to receive the edits comprising edits entered by a 

3 user. 

1 23. [Previously Presented] The system according to claim 1 wherein 

2 the image engine is configured to form the image using the processed original 

3 data and the processed edit data. 

1 24. [Previously Presented] The system according to claim 1 wherein 

2 the interface is configured to receive the edits comprising edits of less than all of 

3 the original data. 

1 25. [Previously Presented] The method according to claim 6 wherein 

2 the second receiving comprises receiving the edit data comprising edit data 

3 which changes content of the original data. 

1 26. [Previously Presented] The method according to claim 14 wherein 

2 the editing comprises changing content of the original data. 

1 27. [Previously Presented] The method according to claim 14 wherein 

2 the editing comprises editing responsive to edits indicated by a user. 
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1 28. IPreviously Presented] An Image forming device comprising: 

2 an interface configured to coupJe with a host and to receive original data 

3 and edit data from the host, wherein the original data corresponds to content of 

4 an image to be formed and the edit data comprises an edit of the content; 

5 processing circuitry configured to access the original data and the edit 

6 data from the interface and to process the original data and the edit data, 

7 wherein the processing circuitry is further configured to initiate the processing of 

8 at least some of the original data before reception of the edit data within the 

9 interface; and 

10 an image engine configured to form the image upon media using 

1 1 combined ones of the processed original data and the processed edit data. 

1 29. (Previously Presented] The device according to claim 28 wherein 

2 the processing circuitry is configured to rasterize the original data and the edit 

3 data to process the original data and the edit data. 

1 30. [Previously PresentedJ The device according to claim 28 wherein 

2 the processing circuitry is configured to initiate the processing of the original 

3 data before creation of the edit data using the host. 

1 31. [Previously Presented] The method according to claim 6 wherein 

2 the forming comprises combining the processed original data and the processed 

3 edit data. 

1 32- IPreviously Presented] The method according to claim 6 wherein 

2 the image forming device is configured to Initiate the first processing of the 

3 original data before creation of the edit data. 

1 33. [Previously Presented) The method according to claim 6 further 

2 comprising modifying the original data using the edit data after the processing of 

3 the original data, wherein the modifying comprises modifying using the image 

4 forming device. 
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1 34. [Previously Presented] The system according to claim 1 wherein 

2 the image engine forms the image comprising content of both the original data 

3 and the edit data. 

1 35. [Previously Presented! The system according to claim 1 wherein 

2 the interface comprises a user interface configured to receive user Inputs, and 

3 the host computer comprises processing circuitry configured to generate the 

4 original data and the edit data according to the user inputs. 

1 36. [Previously Presented] The system according to claim 35 wherein 

2 the processing circuitry is configured to execute an application program to 

3 generate the original data and the edit data according to the user inputs. 

« 

1 37. [Previously Presented] The system according to claim 1 wherein 

2 the input of the image forming device receives the original data and the edit data 

3 from the host computer. 

1 38. (Previously Presented] The method according to claim 6 wherein 

2 the forming comprises forming the image to comprise content of both the 

3 original data and the edit data. 

1 39. [Previously Presented] The method according to claim 6 further 

2 comprising: 

receiving user inputs using a host computer; and 

3 using the host computer, creating the original data and the edit data 

4 according to the user inputs. 

1 40. [Previously Presented] The method according to claim 6 wherein 

2 the first and second processings individually comprises converting page 

3 description language data of respective ones of the original data and the edit 

4 data to display command list data. 
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1 41. [Previously Presented] The method agcording to claim 6 wherein 

2 the first and second receivings individually comprise receiving a respective one 

3 of the original data and the edit data from a host computer. 

1 42. (Previously Presented] The method according to claim 14 wherein 

2 the forming comprises forming the image to comprise content of both the 

3 original data and the edit data- 

1 43. [Previously Presented] The method according to claim 14 further 

2 comprising executing an application program using the host computer^ and 

3 wherein the providing comprises providing the original data according to first 

4 user inputs inputted during the executing and the editing comprises editing the 

5 original data providing the edit data according to second user inputs inputted 

6 during the executing. 

1 44. [Previously Presented] The method according to claim 14 further 

2 comprising creating the original data and the edit data using the host computer. 

1 45. [Previously Presented] The method according to claim 14 wherein 

2 the editing comprises changing content of the original data. 
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IX. EVIDENCE APPENDIX 

Appellants submit a dictionary definition of "rasterization" from the Microsoft 
Computer Dictionary, 5th ed,, 2002, with this appellate brief. This definition was 
previously submitted to the Office with the response filed by Appellants on February 
28, 2007. 



S/N: 1Q/697,7S0 
PDNQ. 10991191-2 
Brief ofAppeihnts 



PAGE 33/37 * RCVD AT 10)17/2007 6:34:04 PM [Eastern Daylight Time] ' SVR:USPT0{FXRF-1(1 ' DNIS:2738300 ' CSID:S098383424 ' DURATION (mm-ss):10-18 



10/17/2007 14;43 FAX 5088383424 WELLS ST JOHN PS 121034/037 



B-2 



Microsoft 



OVER 

10,000 

ENTRIES 



Microsoft 



Computer 
Dictionary 



m 



FuHy updated with the latest 
technologies, terms, end 3icronyms 

Easy to read, exiJcrtiy iHu'^irocod 

Definitive cG'/e/\!^^ge of hcWdwarCr 
sofL\vc\rc. the Internet. nr,d more! 



PAGE 34/37 ' RCVD AT m\mi 6:34:04 PM [Eastern Daylight Time] ' SVR:USPT0<EFXiV-1(1 ' DNIS:27383I)0 * CSip:5098383424 * DURATION (inin^):10-18 



10/17/2007 14:43 FAX 5088383424 WELLS ST JOHN PS 0035/037 




rUdUSHED BY 

A DivinDn of Microsoft Coiponlion 
OusMcmoflWBy 
Kcdmonid, WiflhngTOO 9^05^399 

CopVXf ^ Q 2D02 by MicroBoH QorpcxaAon 

AUlightt teservBd. rfopsn of die coKflOls of ifai« bookmqr be rei>[oAx«4 oc CmumittEd in Any fCMito 
■ w H17 mem witfioi* ibe wrii» poBilalon oT Ok pi^ 

Ubmy of CongreM Car3lp«inR-iD-Ptab)ic«ti«il Tsmk 
Micnuolt Comparer Dlcflojiszy.-^iSi cd. 

ISBN 0-7aS6-l495-4 

t. Oampulera-Dlclioittrlefl. 2. Micmcoiapuhav-DieciOAkarlef. 
AQf7<-$. MS2Z67 2002 

O04'.03-'de21 2002197)4 
Tlrnilcd ud bound Sp (be UnilBd Scelct of AnM^ea. 
23456789 QWT 7*5432 
Disvlbuted in CafiBdB by R.B. FeQH and Campany Ud. 
A CIP G^oguo r^iord for this bcxikia Available ftom IbP Bi^kuh libraiy. 

MieraeoA Ftcaa books Art »v4lUfale Quod^ boOkwUen and dUlrilniUira mdiMnde. For Auiher bLf<3nnir 
don ebouL international edidoni, contact your locnl Microsoft Corporaiian office or eoniaci Nflctosoft 
pRjs Imernauonal dicecOy at fax (425) 936-7329* ^aie oor Web »1ib ai www.micni8crfk.6Din/in2^^s 
Send commeDls 10 m^J^Ml^ffucroiscijir^ 

Active Desktop, AclNe Dizectory, AcdveMovje, ActivcSticvo, ActivflSyiK, ActSvaX, Authendcode, 
BeckOfTicCv BizTnlk. Clea/Tnie. DinsclSD. DifectAnisiatknu DiiccCDtaw, DuecOftipti^ PiiedMufic. 
DizeClPliy. PilftclShow, DircctSocnd. OirocOr* ISaumfA&t, FoxPro. FhmlPa^c, HotmniJ* InlclliKye, 
IntelUMoiiao, loteUiSeiue, JSoiptp MapFmnu Microeoft, Microeoft Fress. Mobile Bxploter, MS-D05. 
MSN« Mnaic Central, NeMeetuie4 Oucloob PhoWnw, fim/etPoiiti, ShanaPdint, UlcimateTV, Vi Jo, 
VKUAI B»ic, Viaual C^^, VIiub) PogiPro^ Visnnl hitiBrDev, Vlsiua )-m-. Vianal SouiceSafe. Viaua) Studio, 
Wina2, Win32s» Windows^ Mlndowi Media. WimkiwB NT. Xbox art either reftictetfed CrademBki 3r 
tradcmadu of Kficrosofk Corporadon in Qu Uoltod dtaid aod/or odier countriea. Other product bdi. 
company nanica mradoned herein niay be flic tzadesiM^ 

The example cpmpaniu, organhndona, pvoducts. domam names, e-mail addxcaaca. logos, pccrpic, places, 
end Aventa depicted bertdo ere fictidoua. No aasodation widi any real company^ ot^iUkZKlon. ptoouci, 
domain nAn»e» e-mail addicaa. logo, pcraoiu ^bce* or erveni ii intended or should ba Infcrml. 

AcqainlttoiM Edttnr: AlQii Blanton 
^j«ct EdUon Sandn Hnynea 



I - 

> 



Body Pan Na X(W-41929 



PAGE 35/37 * RCVD AT 10117/2007 6:34:04 PM (Eastern Daylight Time] ' SVR:USPT0{FXRF-1/1 ' DNiS:2738300 * CSiD:S098383424 * OUUTION (innKS):10-18 



Best Available Copy 

10/17/2007 14:43 FAX 5098383424 WELLS ST JOHN PS 21036/037 



B-4 



at) Is no icInUon- 

iporpialicilfaility. 
ction of on uaptt^ 

place totbc 
WUBbergBAUBtian 

ofibetwo^butall 

iptfty Id fticnitf 
« til Of them, grre* 

In hkwc 

I of vMlidAting d»|, '/^ 



lildheclcofboA.i:' 



VteEeCSonlVvl 
cieBoTI 



tCM Une& ft™xi top to bodoov Each boui tine cOttSUlS of 
pixeta ifaM can be UlmiijnafiBd «id OOlond Individ^ 
TUBviflion scrwo and most cOmpvM^ mOQiCQTB m rORBr 
diipl«.yi. obo CRT, pixel. Compan veoeai' display. 

rastM tonti n. Rmta that n atoRid U tHUmps. Kaatcr 
fonts aic denvwd wHh ft ipedSc nxe ftdd PMCMimfte 
^pedfU^ pnnte md Oiiwoi ^ K»l0d or raCMtod irkpim 
dM« not fiuppoit rftMO- ftmn, U wiO TWt fititlt dicm. The 
fhrernatafocils art Courier. Serif, MS Scttf, 

Smnll. and Symbol. Akfi catUd: Utmapiied fonta. Seg fOao 
foDt pni»>w» 

mtM^raphtaan AmedifidoffinerBdngj^ttphicalhai 
ticU¥ ■& im^fiEi ^ ^ ooneciiai of tman, Indqicndeiidy 
coctfrollod docs (plx£ls) airangcd in <WS cuUuuus. 
Compare «octor graphics. 

isaEtorlmaVft Adisplay hma^fbnnfldbypUteimflf 
ttg}it and dafk or difiioeatly «Oto<td pixalft in a 

wocnaaff «. A dcnCO. conalating of hani- 
ai^ ooftuOT. M cMPWKta weier grapUcB or BBkt 
into a mtcr (bitmap^) irnqgo. R«icr IliiagB |niNcMu» 
m lk»cd in pn^printan, phow^ypeiMten. and etecftnft. 
nadc ptoani. They cocnpatc the brUhtneav and color 

ofcvcii piJi^lon Oie pnfecaOial ttic fcstiJtlrtft pattern 
of plJBsl» rt>-Breai£a tbe vftdor jpapliica aAd Bbict originBlty 
rfcmbad. Acnmymr RIP. 

maioiluUiii! Jt The cwerainw o< i>ccMf gnipMca 
(ImA8«$ de«eribad in twttit of nwrtiemadcal fiUunanU. 
aich ti poinu and lines) » eipiivaleiil izJ^ges compoacd 
. ofpbtel poUcRia lhal coi^ be alored aadnMiipidotod at ieta 

' mitiMCfln dlapMy iL ^« tutu (Bs^aj. 
ratMUpthw MfmmvMo dli9tBl aubienbor llnv tf. 

SftfRADSL 

' rmm data n. 1. UopiDccaacx]. lypically imfcxiiialted* data. 

«vch as a sucam of Ua llint h«4 not bMa mcerad for com- 
\ 'nuid» OT sp^^ eharacnn. See alio raw niM^ C^^npare 
f. cook^ mcdo. 1. Iiifann»d<u dutf haa been-eonflGfed bat 
not cvahntad. 

btfrarOd n. A DistMoCRCdvtng dMa dunqeb in 
(IR) transceiver. Raw infrared ti«aia the IR IX8ni> 
like a <erial cabJe and doca no< procesa data in any 
\ The ipplication is mpcmraUc Dor handling colliaion 
ID and other pattrtliM-pfohlcms. 



jin^med ( 
»telvcrl 



r nwde n. A way in ^htch ibo UNIX ind MS-DOS 
ffpMytny gysBenu "Me" e ohancBap-baicd .dcvict. If dte 
Ideotiftor VocOLodPvwc viKlicataiaw mndB, diBC^^ 
AyaKA doei not &tct input chindoi* or ghre apecial 
UvBtmem Id c»v)9fifl minis. eDd-of<4i]e markcn. and 
Unsfted andcab ct)«4etees. Compan coolQad mode, 
nytndngn. AaiqiMttCtWrtandconiplOKllWfhodof pro- 
MnsUglMiiHli^mipalBr ffspbac- Buy iradng calcu- 
latea thcGolor and blWOdiy ofeadi pfacd In an IraagB by 
iTKanf jsnglDittya of bQckwsd And d«<cmdmiig how 
ttoy woe eJAcsed 00 tfieir way GronlAdeflncdBauaccDf 
Bgltf fUmxmiedi^11ieo^^e>=ts m lha iniage. Rny irsdBg b 
demAlMUn^ intcnns of pcr»e>Majng capability bpcimae t^^ 
cOmptdct RinM account iornffflCDOfu icfracdon* and ffbanp- 
doA ofkdhddnaliiyat a» vfoll oifDc tbBbdgblnes«, Mspar- 

mcy lovd, Md Wflectivily of «A obM 

of the Viavor «ld Afi Ufitit Bowi* G^wvw'ff ra^ 

RCA <iii iMi«itQr rt. A cor.ncctor u»!d for aimchinB audio 
and video device*. Wch as; Bifireo eqidpnioal w a conipoi- 
hn vIdBD moidm; to a oofiipttler** video edapta: Sea Ok 
ilhiatratioa Sirr olw eeoipoeile video dlaplay. Campan 





ROI mnvDlte A AffKdfr ^f/v^M (U0jwtda male wrjfcw 

RDDM$ ACMnyni for nstaiieeai data bale mana^ 
ment wpm^ Ste xeladOiie' dacabaee. 
RDF n. See Resonree DesoipcUm F^mewoxle. 
RDO n. See Remote M» CAjecla. 
HDRAM r. Aerogyxn for Bambua dyne/nio random 
aeee»n memory. A lype of DRAM deaigped by Km^o*, 
Krte. In Iia fsBtcai torn, lw»n ai Di«ttet RDRAM. d»U 
UKhnoiogy prwWc* a 16-bal dB« pith end e peak band- 
width of ].6 OB per aecofnd (eppnubnaldy eight to ten 
times fttttr* Iban ayiuA«»^i* DRAM, « SDRAM). 
RpRAM baa been used In gcapUce end video dpp«; 
X>itt^ RDRAM la estpeclsd lio leplaoe DRAM »ed 
SDRAM in pomiul oampunn. AUo called: Ramboa 
PRAM. See abo dynamic P AM. SDRAM» 



439 



1 



i-5 

1 



PAa»l37-RCVD«I1l»17l2IIVI:34:NMpastiniOa)ligMTiine|'8»ltUSP^^ 



10/17/2007 14:44 FAX 5088383424 



WELLS ST JOHN PS 



121037/ 



C-1 



X. RELATED PROCEEDINGS APPENDIX 

Appellants are not aware of any related proceedings. 
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